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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
THE SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE ONE MONTH OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 



WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

This time period for reply is extendable under 37 CFR 1.136(a) for only ONE additional iVIONTH. This 

communication constitutes notice under 37 CFR 1.136(a)(1)(l). 

Q Applicant's request to not have a first-action interview is acknowledged. 

Status 

1) 13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 8 April 2009 and interview conducted on 28 April 2009 . 

2) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

3) IEI Claim(s) 1 18. and 27 is/are pending in the application. 

3a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

4) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

5) S Claim(s) 1, 18, and 27 is/are rejected. 

6) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

7) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

8) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

9) S The drawing(s) filed on 9 October 2003 is/are: a)M accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the con-ection is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
10)0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomn PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

1 1 )S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)IEl All b)n Some * c)n None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
Contact Information 

' Examiner's Telephone Number: (571 ) 270-5009 

Examiner's Typical Work Schedule: Monday through Friday from 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM EST 
Supervisor's Name: Glenton Burgess 
Supervisor's Telephone Number: (571 ) 276-9456 



Attachment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) ^ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. 4/28/2009 . 

5) n Notice of Informal Patent Application 

6) □ Other: . 
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Notification of Rejection(s) and/or Objection(s) 



Claim(s) 



Reference(s) 
(if applicable) 



Rejection 
Statutory Basis 



Brief Explanation of Rejection 



1. 18. 27 



101 



Claims 1,18, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Based on the Applicant's specification, the recited 
"repository adapter" of Claim 1 and the recited "integrated development environment" of 
Claim 27 (see continuation) 



1,18. 27 



112, 2nd 



Claims 1,18. and 27 contain several instances of limitations such as "adapted to"."adapted 
for", and simply "to" and "for". Such limitations indicate nonfunctional descriptive material 
and are not functionally involved in the steps recited, (see continuation) 



1.18, 27 



A.B 



103(a) 



Claims 1.18. 27 (A; Figure 2. paragraphs 5-16). A does not explicitly disclose, however B 
discloses communicating to the client a response indicating a successful update (B; 
paragraph 807). (see continuation) 



Expanded Discussion/Commentary 


1 




appear to be implemented In software. Any claim whose limitations are either explicitly claimed as being implemented in software, or could be 
reasonably interpreted as being implemented in software, must be claimed in combination with an appropriate medium to establish a statutory 
category of invention and enable any functionality to be realized in order for the claimed subject matter to be statutory under the provisions of 
35 U.S.C. §101. 


1 




Claim 18 is directed toward a method for collaboratively authoring documents. However, for a method to be statutory it must be tied to another 
statutory class (such as a particular apparatus) or transfomn underiying subject matter (such as an article or materials) to a different state or 
thing. Since the claims to not appear to do either of these the method is non-statutory. 


2 




Hence, such descriptive material does not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability. See In re Gulack, 703 
F.2d 1381, 1385. 217 USPQ 401. 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry. 32 F.3d 1579. 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 


3 




It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify updating, as disclosed by A. to 
include communicating to the client a response indicating a successful update, as disclosed by B, in order to provide an improved document 
collaboration system. 


3 




A does not explicitly disclose a WebDAV repository, however it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify a repository, as disclosed by Hadfield. to comprise a WebDAV repository (disclosed in the background of 

Applicant's specification) since WebDAV was a well known system for collaborative document management. 
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